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PROCEEDINGS OF THE PARTS ANTHROPOLOGICAL 
SOCIETY.* 



We have thus a relatively civilised people fighting with savages 
armed with stone weapons. More powerful than the autochthons, the 
Gaels caused them to disappear, just as the Anglo-Saxons did with the 
red-skins of America and the blacks of Australia. In the British 
Islands they evidently massacred the autochthons, or allowed them to 
become extinct without intermixing with them, for in the Gaelic 
idioms there is no trace of a single word which is not of Aryan origin ; 
and there has never yet been a people found fused into another with- 
out leaving some traces, either in the traditions or the language. It 
must also be noticed that, in order that such a phenomenon should 
occur, it is necessary that the people absorbed should be less numerous, 
less civilised, or less condensed than the absorbing race. There arc 
no examples in history of a numerous race accepting the language of 
a race inferior in number. No trace of an unknown idiom is to be 
found amongst the Gaels and the Kimri, nor among the Slavonians, 
the Germans, and the Pelasgi. The Aryans have in Europe every- 
where driven away or destroyed the autochthons ; everywhere have 
the Aryans predominated without intermixture. 

We thus see that the tendency of the Gaels was to drive the primitive 
inhabitants to the south ; for at a later period the Gaelic tribes 
descended to the shores of the Mediterranean, and a Celtic expedition 
conquered Spain, then Iberia. The direction of the migration of the 
Gaels is indicated by the route taken within historical times by the 
Kimris from the Black Sea to Gaul and England. We cannot but 
unite the Cimmeri of the Latin, the Kyi/tpoi of the Greeks, inhabitants 
of the Crimea with the Kimris of Gaul. The Welsh triads say clearly 
that Hu-the-mighty came to England (Prydain) with his Kimris, who 
were natives of Deffroban, the land of summer, the east. A scholiast 
has even interpolated in the text : from the region of Constantinople. 
The Welsh traditions cannot be suspected, for even at this day the 
Welsh call themselves Cymry, and speak a Kimric idiom. The Kimris 
penetrated like a wedge through the Gaels by crossing the Rhine. 
On the continent, they drove the latter to the south of the Seine, and 
in England, on the contrary, they drove them north into Scotland. 
In fact, the Belgian confederation of Csesar and the Armoricans seem 
Kimris, from the study of the proper names which have been pre- 
* Continued from No. xiii, p. 207. 
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served, and I have already stated that the ancient Britons — the 
present Welsh — are Kimris. 

Ammianus Mareellinus relates a Gaulish legend which corroborates 
the Welsh triad in respect of the Oriental origin of the Kimris. 
" The Druids," he writes, " relate that a portion of the peoples (of 
Gaul) were indigenous, but that another portion arrived from distant 
islands, countries beyond the Rhine, driven away by frequent wars 
and the overflow of the sea" (lib. xv). The route of the Kimris is 
further indicated by the names of the tribes who settled on the road. 
I have already spoken of the connection of the words Cimmeri and 
Kimris. Justin, speaking of Mithridates, says that this prince (who 
inhabited Asia and possessed the Crimea) sent ambassadors to the 
Cimbri, the Sarmatians and the Bastarnce, to ask their help (lib. xxviii). 
There can be no question here of the Cimbri of Jutland ; and when 
we recollect that the Latins had the custom to intercalate an eupho- 
nious B between M or R, we have reason to think that there existed a 
powerful Kimric tribe in Eastern Europe, adjoining the Sarmatians, 
who are considered Slavonians. Finally, the Bastarnse settled on the 
banks of the lower Danube, passed in antiquity as Cimmerians or 
Kimris ; thus the route of the Kimris towards the west is indicated 
with sufficient precision. 

With regard to the parentage of the Kimris and the Gaels, it is 
rendered evident by the study of the languages still spoken by the 
peoples of these two groups. Authorities are not wanting in favour 
of this theory. Niebuhr, in his Kleine S'chriften, unites the Cimmerians, 
the Cimbri of Jutland, vanquished by Marius, the Belgians, and the 
Kimris of Great and Little Britain ; whilst the ancients themselves, 
Posidonius, Diodorus, Strabo, unite with this group the Gaels (raXuTat) 
of the Alps and of Ireland. Strabo was well acquainted with the dif- 
ferences and resemblances of the Belgians of Cresar (Kimris), and 
with the Celts of Csesar (Gaels). He says, " Their external aspect is 
that of the Gauls, and though they do not speak the same language, 
their idioms differ but little, and so do their laws and customs" 
(lib. iv). 

We cannot, therefore, separate these two families and make two 
races of two peoples whom the facts and tradition show to have 
issued from the same stock. But, as in speaking of the whole races, 
we cannot use the words Gael or Kimri, they have been denominated 
Celts. Let us, then, keep to the word Celt, always specifying what 
we mean by it, until a more appropriate term is found. 

M. Perier congratulated M. Broca on having taken the initiative as 
regards the Celtic question. As he had for a long time been occupied 
with this question, he would naturally take part in the discussion. 
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For the present he would only say that he knew only of one sort of 
Celts, namely, the Celts of Caesar ; these were for him the only and 
true Celts. He would also just observe, that he did not by any 
means concur in the general opinion as to the Asiatic origin of Celts 
in the usual sense. 

M. Broca said that the sole object he had in view in proposing the 
question regarding the Celt, was to induce the members when speaking 
of Celts clearly to state the signification they attach to that name, 
and at the same time to state the motives that induced them to 
adopt it. M. Girard de Rialle has responded to that appeal. He 
calls Celts all the Indo-Europeans of the first invasion who preceded 
the Pelasgic and Germanic peoples. He has shown that these Indo- 
Europeans, though unacquainted with iron, knew at least four metals 
when first they set foot in Europe. He adds that all the peoples he 
calls Celts spoke nearly allied languages, some of which are per- 
petuated in the dialects of Brittany, Ireland, Wales, and Scotland. 
. . . . M. Girard de Rialle further says, that a collective name was 
required for all the peoples of Europe who possessed an Indo-European 
language and civilisation before the arrival of the Pelasgi and the 
Germans, and this led to the denomination Celts. He does not pre- 
tend that they already were so named at their arrival in Europe, but 
he does not tell us where they were first so named ; nor does he think 
that all the peoples, nor most of them to whom he applies the name 
of Celts, had borne that name. It is not easily seen how M. de Rialle 
can avoid confusion when he wishes to distinguish the true Celts from 

other Indo-European peoples who were their contemporaries 

M. Girard de Rialle, it is true, says that all he calls Celts were of the 
same race. This may apply to language, which yet remains to be 
proved, but certainly not to blood and type, and that for two reasons : 
first, the remains in their graves belong at least to two different types 
as regards the crania ; and secondly, their actual descendants present 
as great a diversity, since, in addition to the osteological character of 
the remains found in the graves, we find in the living representatives 
striking differences in colour and physiognomy. M. de Rialle does 
not ignore these divergent types, but he attributes them to ulterior 
intermixture ; but as they already existed at the so-called Celtic 
epoch, it is clear that they must be due to intermixture before the 
historical period, which was indeed inevitable, seeing that Europe was 
already peopled before the arrival of Asiatics. M. Girard de Rialle 
admits the existence of autochthones of Europe. In order therefore 
to maintain the unity of the race he calls Celtic, he is obliged to 
assume that the Celts annihilated the primitive populations of 
Europe whenever they came in contact with them, a proposition 
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which he (M. Broca) had refuted on a previous occasion. " It is cer- 
tain," says M. de Rialle, " that the autochthons have been destroyed 
by the Celts to the last man, since their languages have disappeared 
to the last word, and have been supplanted by the Indo-European 
languages." 

To the last word ! This seems rather a hazardous expression ; for 
there are some geographical names and other words in the so-called 
Celtic languages which cannot be traced to the Indo-European lan- 
guages. But what after all proves this fact 1 simply that a people 
may change its language, and that after successive changes the traces 
of the primitive language are ultimately lost. But philology is not 
the only source of information ; archaeology, craniology, and ethnology 
must also be consulted ; and what do they prove 1 — that the bronze 
age was inaugurated in Denmark and Scandinavia by a dolichocephalic 
peojile, and in England by a brachycephalic people. The first fact 
has been demonstrated by Retzius and his successors, and the second 
by the researches made in Great Britain as contained in the memoir 
of Dr. John Thurnam. In France the question is unsettled ; as un- 
fortunately archaeologists have for a long time neglected the pre- 
servation of crania from Celtic sepulchres. Still the museum, though 
poor in this respect, already contains sufficient proofs that, during the 
whole Celtic period, the population of France was composed of bra- 
chycephalic and dolichocephalic peoples. Thus, concluded M. Broca, 
vanishes the race unity of those who have inaugurated the bronze 
period, and whom M. de Rialle confounds under the name of Celts. 
And the study of the monuments of the stone period proves in addi- 
tion that these two types existed already before the Celts ; that in 
certain parts of Gaul they were already confounded in the same 
degree as later at the Celtic epoch ; and that, finally, the arrival of 
the Indo-Europeans did not essentially modify the cephalic types. 
This is a decisive proof that the autochthons have not been anni- 
hilated, and that the foreigners have been fused with them in too 
small a number to produce a new type. If one of these races were to 
disappear in their intermixture it could not have been the auto- 
chthonic race, but the conquering race, which M. de Rialle calls 
Celts, who probably then were not yet Celts, for until better informed 
the name of Celts was first created on the soil of Gaul. 

M. Lagneau observed, that in order to arrive at a proper definition 
of the denomination Celts, we should not only consult the ancient 
writers who confounded into one the various peoples of Gaul, but such 
as pointed out the differences subsisting between the Gaels and the 
Celts. After citing various ancient authors who had done so, M. 
Lagneau continued, that from these historical documents it seems to 
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result that the Gaels were related to the Cimbri and Kimmerians of 
the shores of the Pontus Euxinus. But the question remains, whe- 
ther this parentage implicates the ethnical identity, or rather the ante- 
historical intermixture of two peoples of different races, who succes- 
sively arrived into Northern Germany. . . . M. Girard de Rialle thinks 
that the pre-Celtic population had been entirely destroyed, as no traces 
of their language are found. This opinion is not shared by M. Pictet, 
who has, in the old Irish, detected the intermixture of foreign elements. 
In his memoire De I' A finite des Langues Celtiques avec le Sanscrit, Paris, 
1837, this linguist says, — "I am far from pretending that everything 
in the Celtic idioms is of Indo-European origin. All these languages, 
and especially the Irish, present traces of intermixture with elements 
foreign to that family." As regards history, apart from the passage 
in Festus Avienus, relative to the expulsion of the Ligures by the Celts 
in the vicinity of the Oestrymnides (Sorlingues) islands, we find that 
Dionysius Periegetes speaks of children of the Iberians, Traihes 'lftjpwv, 
inhabiting the islands whence tin (icaoencpo*) came (v. 561-564). 
Finally, according to Tacitus, the Silurians who formerly occupied 
Glamorgan, Monmouth, Brecknock, Hereford and Radnor, were, from 
their tawny complexion and crisp hair, looked upon as the descendants 
of the Iberians. (Agricolce Vita, cap. xi, t. v, p. 338, du texte et trad, 
de Dureau de la Malle). It thus results from these historical docu- 
ments, that the Ligures, generally allied to the Iberians, inhabited 
the north of Western Europe before the arrival of the Celts, and that 
other Iberian populations maintained themselves in the British 
islands down to the time of Tacitus, and probably a long time after. 
As to the influence of the Romans on the population of Gaul, whilst 
it has been considerable as regards political, social, and linguistic 
relations, it must have been but trifling from an ethnogenic stand- 
point ; for, excepting in some localities, especially of Provence, the 
number of Romans in Gaul was very inconsiderable in proportion to 
the population. 

M. Bertrand considered the extension given to the Celtic popula- 
tions by M. de Rialle as greatly exaggerated. In consulting history 
we find that most ancient authors gave the name of Celts only to the 
Gauls, and though some, such as Appian, Pausanias, Dion Cassius 
extend the denomination Celts to the Germans, their works contain 
so many errors that they can scarcely be trusted in this respect. M. 
Bertrand is therefore of opinion that the Gauls are the only Celts, 
and he equally protests against the idea of the disappearance and 
destruction of the Gauls by the Romans. 

M. Girard de Rialle in reply said, that whilst admitting the exist- 
ence of an autochthonic race of the stone period, he still maintained 
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that they disappeared before the Aryans from the disappearance of 
their language, as no people can intermix with another without leaving 
some traces in the dialects of the absorbing people. What made him, 
morever, incline to the hypothesis of the extermination of the people 
of the stone period by the Aryans, is the tendency of the latter to 
destroy or to expel all the races inferior to them. Now it is evident 
that the Gaelo-Kimric Aryans (not to use the word Celt, now being 
questioned) were in possession of a comparatively advanced civilisa- 
tion at their arrival in Europe. The Aryans, moreover, must have 
been more numerous than the autochthons, otherwise the latter 
would have influenced the invaders, of which influence no trace can 
be found. Finally, the hypothesis that the autochthons received 
their civilisation and language from the Aryans is equally inadmissible. 
He therefore maintained his opinion that the Gaelo-Kirnris, at a later 
period called Gauls, Scotch, British, Irish, are all pure Aryans. 

M. Broca asked permission to recur to the question of change of 
language and the inferences drawn from it by M. de Bialle, to whom 
the disappearance of a language appeared an act of pure violence, 
implicating the extermination of the people that spoke it. Such a con- 
clusion might be acceptable if the new language suddenly displaced 
the old tongue ; such sudden revolutions never occurred. The lan- 
guages of conquered peoples became extinct but very gradually. 
Every new generation experiences a diminution in the number of such 
as remain faithful to the old language, until after centuries it becomes 
extinct. M. de Bialle seems to think that immediately after the 
conquest of Gaul by Cresar the Celtic language was displaced by the 
Latin. This is an error ; the Latin became the official language, whilst 
the people continued to speak Gaulic (Geltice) for several centuries. At 
the time of St. Jerome (fifth century) the Treviri of Northern Gaul 
continued to speak a language resembling that of the Galatse settled 
in Asia Minor since 278 before our era, and other documents render 
it almost certain that the language of the ancient Celts maintained 
itself as a kind of patois in a portion of Gaul down to the seventh 
century. In such a gradual manner has the langue cl'oc become a 
patois dialect ; it daily loses ground, and in four generations, perhaps, 
it may altogether disappear, leaving some literary relics which will 
be known to the scholar, but forgotten by the descendants of those 
who speak it at present The peasant of Alsace gradually aban- 
dons his German jxitois; the peasant of Cornwall no longer under- 
stands Cornish, which was spoken in that part down to the eighteenth 
century. The opinion expressed by M. de Bialle concerning the 
extermination of the autochthons is contrary to all archaeological, 
palseontological, and historical facts ; reposing, as it does exclusively, 
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in the disappearance of a language. Observation, on the contrary, 
shows that languages become very gradually extinct, and that most 
peoples of Western Europe have several times changed their language 
whilst conserving their types. M. Broca concluded by saying, that 
M. de Rialle had not answered the question proposed in regard to the 
spot in Europe where the people called Celts first appeared. As for 
himself, he agreed with M. Bertrand and M. Perier, that the same 
Celts belonged to one of the peoples of Gaul ; that all known Celts 
came from Gaul ; that many Gaulish peoples did not bear the name 
of Celts ; and that, in all probability, the name did not exist at the 
time the Indo-European conquerors arrived in Gaul. He had also 
asked whether there existed any proofs of peoples called Celts having 
occupied or invaded Denmark, Scandinavia, and the British islands. 
M. de Rialle has not answered this question. M. Perier remarked 
that Prichard alone maintained that there were no longer any Gauls 
in Gaul, an opinion which found no supporters. 

The meeting then adjourned. 

July 21, 1864. — TJie true {genuine) Celts are tlie true (genuine) 
Gauls. By M. Perier. 

M. Perier commenced by expressing his conviction that if there be 
any name of a people which has been singularly abused by modern 
and contemporary authors, it is surely the name of Celts. And when 
we consider to what obscurities and errors the different acceptations 
of this term have given rise in history and ethnography, it certainly 

is requisite further to sift this question He might as well state 

at the outset that he knew only of two kinds of Celts, the true Celts 
and the false Celts, the primitive Celts and the new Celts, the natives 
and the foreigners. The first are those of history proper, the second 
those of many historians and modern authors who have greatly com- 
plicated the Celtic question, as he would show. He would then treat 
of type, and conclude with some observations on the origin of the Celts. 

i. True Celts. Whence comes the term Celts 1 What we know best 
is this ; that according to Csesar this name is derived from the language 
spoken in the country of the Celts, and that they called themselves 
by that name (Kelt, Guelt, Galth) before they were called Galli by 
the Romans (Bell. Gallic., lib. i, cap. 1). The last name differs but 
little from the former, except in pronunciation. 

Strabo says that the ancieuts called Celts the inhabitants of the 
province Narbonne. "They were formerly called Celts (KeXTa^". 
He adds, — "And I presume that the Greeks were only induced to 
give to all the Gauls (r«X«Tas) the name Celts (KeXrovs) from the 
celebrity of the latter people ; the vicinity of the Marseillese may 
also have contributed to it (Ed. Fr. lib. iv, I n. p. 37)." According 
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to Appian Italy extends from the Ionian Sea to the Celts (KeXrwv), 
whom the Romans call TakaTav. " Elsewhere," he says, " tliat the 
Celts (KeXroi) are at present called (by the Greeks) Takarai, and (by 
the Romans) roUm" (Preef. § iii ; Be Jieb. Hesp., § 1). Pausanias 
also says, " that the Gauls or Galates (TaXarai, come from the borders 
of Eridan) gave themselves the name Celts (KeXro/), a name given to 
them also by other peoples" (lib. i, cap. 3). 

Without entering into the etymology of the word Celt, it is seen 
that it was the original name of the ancient inhabitants of Gaul (gallia), 
then called Galltaclult, country of the Galls. " Even at this day," 
says Freret, the Irish call France Galta, and the French Galltha." 
The Highlands of Scotland are also called Gaidhealtacfidt, GaeltacMt, 
according to M. Thierry. 

But who were the Celtic people, and what were their limits ? Here 
opinions begin to diverge. Some authors yet comprise under this 
name, either the people called Germans and those called Gauls, or 
the Kymris and the Galls, or Gauls properly so called. 

It is not surprising that ancient authors had committed mistakes 
as regards the Celts, and the limits of their empire. From the in- 
sufficiency of geographical information, it could scarcely have been 
otherwise. It must, however, be noticed that, with the exception of a 
small number of Greek authors, the denomination Celts was only 

applied to the ancient inhabitants of Gaul He would not follow 

the authors who had given an exaggerated extension to the regions 
inhabited by the Celts, but would simply oppose to them the excellent 
dissertation of Schoepflin, which contains almost all that can be said 

on the Celts He would now return, in chronological order, to 

the principal authors who mention the Celts, and who generally give 
that name to the true Gauls, and the name Celtica to the territory of 
the Celts. After quoting various passages from a number of classical 
authors, and especially from Csesar, whose language is a model of pre- 
cision, and whose testimony is beyond suspicion, M. Perier thought 
that he had sufficiently established that most of the ancient authors 
exclusively understood by Celts, first the transalpine Gauls, and at a 
later period their brethren of cisalpine Gaul. Hence we may conclude 
that the true Celts were the ancient people in possession of Gaul, 
reduced by successive invasions, to occupy, at the time of the Romans, 
only a third of the country ; that is to say, the territory comprised 
between the Garonne, the Marne, and the Seine, districts which their 
least mixed descendants occupy to this day. Having thus greatly 
narrowed the question by his definition of true Celts, he called false 
Celts all the peoples called Celts excepting the true Gauls. M. Perier 
then entered into a long disquisition to show how it came to pass that 
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this Celtic question, which is so clear when viewed from his stand- 
point, became enveloped in so much obscurity 

ii. Type of the Celts. Before the recent progress of anthropology 
the search for the type of the Celts must have been attended with 
great difficulty. At present we know that this type exists, that 
despite the lapse of time and revolutions, it is, like all types, trans- 
mitted from generation to generation without any notable change. 
Now in France and in Belgium, countries formerly inhabited by the 
Celts and the Belgse, we see the brown or the fair type peculiar to 
each of these peoples more or less predominate. The particular charac- 
ters distinguishing the Celtic and Kymric types have for a long time 

been misunderstood. Now they are better known The fair 

complexioned peoples, whether called Celtce, Galli, Ke\To«, or Ydkwrat, 
were in reality Kimris (or Cimbri), Belgee, or Teutons. Adventu- 
rous and warlike, these peoples, though associated with the Galls, had, 
chiefly by themselves, devastated distant countries ; they burned 
Rome, ravaged Macedonia, despoiled the temple at Delphi, besieged 
Sjsarta, reigned in Galatia ; they were constantly called Gauls, as 
coming from Gaul ; hence the true Gauls were, like them, considered 
as fair complexioned. The error in names gave rise to error in ideas, 
which are still indulged in by modern writers. Direct observation 
has, however, shown that whilst the Kymris are people of high stature 
and fair complexioned, the Galls are, on the contrary, of medium 
stature, and more or less brown complexioned. In M. Perier's opinion, 
the remnants of the brown population in Wales, and in Brittany, are 
generally of Gallic origin, more or less modified by climate, customs, 
and language ; they are Kymris only in name, just as the pretended 
fair Celts of Ireland and Scotland are said to be of Teutonic or Kymric 
origin. He believed, therefore, that all the Celtic or Gallic peoples 
were dark complexioned, and that the Kymric population is character- 
ised by a fair complexion. Thus, the brown tj'pe of the ancient 
Gauls still exists in the countries formerly and at present inhabited 
by the Celts and their descendants. And what is singular, it is gene- 
rally found, in contact with its ancient ally, a more or less light type. 
This is especially seen in some parts of Ireland and Scotland, in 
Wales and in Armorica. Every where the dark type seems to have 
been anterior to the fair type, which may have dispossessed the brown 

race, without changing its fundamental characters 

in. Origin of the Celts. Whosoever speaks of origin speaks of an 
impenetrable problem, which cannot be attacked without temerity. 
The way of conjecture alone remains open to us ; but conjectures are 
not facts ; there lies an abyss between them. As regards the origin of 
the Celtic people, what say the books ? Everywhere we read that the 
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Celts are an Asiatic people, who, when they settled in Gaul, came 
from the East. 

Centuries before modern authors traced the origin of the Gauls to 
the son of Japhet, Josephus the historian (Antiq. Jud., lib. i, c. 6), said, 
" The peoples now called Galatse, and formerly Gomarians, had Gomar 
as their ancestor." Thus, by the variation of <j into k, the linguists 

found in the word Gomar the elements of Kcftfie/jioi and Kymris 

At present, chiefly on linguistic grounds, the Celts (our true Celts) 
are included among the Indo-European nations ; they are said to be 
Aryans who had at an unknown period separated from their primitive 
stock, and had, after numerous stoppages in the course of centuries, 
finally arrived at their destination in the West. All this is readily 
admitted, generally uncontested, and scarcely doubted. But science 
cannot live by simple affirmations and hypotheses, science requires 
proofs ; and is it not permitted to us to ask where they are to be 
found % Is there any absolute proof existing that the Celtic is derived 
from the Aryan 1 Are the linguists all agreed on this point 1 Some 
assure us that the differences between the Semitic family of languages 
and the Indo-European absolutely prove different origins ; whilst 
others assert that the points of contact between them are sufficiently 
numerous, that they might have issued from the same ethnic tree. 
Are they better agreed as regards the Celtic idioms, of which there 
exist but the debris in the north of Ireland and of Scotland, under the 
name of the Erse language ; or as regards the Welsh and the Armo- 
rican, which are dialects of the Kymric branch 1 This latter branch 
is distinct from the former " by profound differences," says Alfred 
Maury, " which already existed at an ancient period." This is the 
opinion of most authors. M. Roget de Belloquet, on the contrary, 
maintains that the ancient language of the Gauls or Celts, in the sense 
he takes them, " is not divided into two idioms, the one corresponding 
with the Kymric and the other to the modern Gaelic, but that despite 
its local variations it is one idiom common to the Gauls of Belgium 
and Italy, as well as to the peoples of Britain and Gaul proper." 

Again, whilst many linguists agree that the language of the Kymris 
and of the true Gauls came from the East, others of no mean autho- 
rity think that the grammatical forms of the Celtic idioms have so 
much altered that it is difficult to attach them directly to the Indo- 
European languages" (Maury, 503) It must then be admitted 

that linguists are far from agreed as regards the Celtic languages. 
Philology is no doubt an indispensable auxiliary in the study of 
anthropology, like its sister, history, from which it cannot be separated. 
Physiology rectifies the errors of both. Languages may change and 
pass away, but the anatomical and physiological characters, apart 
from modifications which can be appreciated, are fixed and remain. 



288 ANTHROPOLOGICAL REVIEW. 

It being thus evident, concluded M. Perier, that the Asiatic origin 
of the language of the Celts is not incontestibly proved, we are not 
bound to consider our Celts or Galls to have come from the East ; 
and such, indeed, is also the opinion of several authors who are other- 
wise opposed to our views. According to their views, these ancient 
peoples came from the South. M. Roget thinks they are of African 

origin Since, then, it has not been demonstrated that the true 

Celts were of Asiatic origin, it is, until we are better informed, quite 
permissible to consider them as an autochthonic people of Western 
Europe. 

[To be continued.] 



JltsceUatua &nti)ropologtca. 



Comparative Anthropology of Scotland. — The names by which 
the old British nations were known to the Romans strongly support 
the hypothesis that the ancient Eastern Britons were Gael rather than 
Cymry. The various forms of the root Feinn are found in many of 
the most important of them : e. g., Triuobantes, Treun Fhiannta, 
brave Feinn ; Simeni, Sith Fhianna, arrow Feinn ; Iceni, Fioah Fhi- 
anna, fierce Feinn ; Coritani, Curaidhe Fhianna, champions of the 
Feinn ; Dobuni, Dubh Fhianna, black Feinn, on the borders of the 
dark Silures ; Brigantes, Brigh Fhiannta, valiant or dominant Feinn; 
Ottadini, Utaxlh Fhianna, pushing or fighting Feinn ; Gadeni, Gath 
Fhianna, dart Feinn ; Novantse, Na Fianntai, the Feinn. These 
nations extended from the mouth of the Thames to the mouth of the 
Clyde ; and in the names of places from the mouth of the Thames to 
the mouth of the Clyde also the same root may be traced : e. g., Vin- 
docladia, Clausentium, Venta Belgarum, Venta Icenorum, Benna- 
ventum, Venonium, Derventio, Vinovium, Vindomora, Brennenium, 
Valentia, Vanduaria. These are accompanied all along by dun and 
mag, names found wherever the Gael have settled. The Romans 
seems to have designated other nations by the native names for war- 
riors or rulers ; Britanni and Britones, Brigh daoine, signify valiant 
or dominant men ; Vecturiones, Feachd Fhirionnaich, the men of the 
arms, as distinguished from the women in their train.- — Hector Mac 
Lean. 

The President of the Anthropological Society, Dr. James Hunt, 
and Mr. A. Higgins, Hon. Foreign Secretary, left London on the 21st 
ultimo, to proceed on a scientific tour in Norway, Sweden, Denmark, 
and Finland, with a view especially to the examination of the remains 
illustrative of anthropology and the allied sciences. Mr. Higgins will, 
we understand, stop some time in Stockholm to revise the proofs of 
the forthcoming edition of the works of Retzius. 



